The manuscript map now in the Bodleian Library, Oxford, known as the Gough map after its eighteenthcentury owner Richard Gough, occupies a special place in the corpus of surviving medieval maps from western Europe. It is large (55.3 Â 116.4 cm), relatively well preserved, detailed and generally clear, with a wide range of pictorial signs and inscriptions in both red and black ink and with the sea and rivers tinted green. It depicts a recognizable England, Wales and Scotland, orientated to the east.
In several respects the Gough map qualifies as unique. It is not a mappamundi, but a geographical map of one part of the world. It shows an extraordinary number of rivers, settlements (generally correctly placed), and several networks of straight red lines linking some of the towns. No map that is comparable in its combination of area covered and detail of content is known to have been produced anywhere else in Europe before a date some years into the fifteenth century. The red lines, often mistaken for roads, raise various problems of interpretation. More fundamental are three other puzzles: the date of the map that has come down to us; the question of whether it was an original creation or a copy or re-working of a somewhat earlier map, now lost; and the question of whether its makers borrowed substantially from a conjectural much earlier 'prototype' map related to the wars of King Edward I. What follows is an attempt to answer these questions, or at least stimulate further discussion of them.
Familiar Arguments for a Date c.1360
Recent discussions of the Gough map follow various earlier writers in attributing the drawing or 'creation' of the map to a date soon after the middle of the fourteenth century. 'The earliest possible date is corresponding with the names tenett (Thanet) and Foulnes for the neighbouring sea islands (Fig. 1) . The map is assiduous in naming the major sea islands around the coast of England and Wales. The town, Queenborough, is not named, for the good reason that below the word Shephey most of the middle and lower part of the egg-shaped island is filled with an elaborate pictorial sign of a town with a castle, and no room remains for a word of nine or more letters to be fitted in without awkward cramping or spilling into the sea. The maker of the Gough map did not place town names, or parts of them, in the sea. It is unnecessary to try to explain here why this was so (the green tinting of the sea being only a partial reason); the fact is that this self-imposed rule was observed almost absolutely. 4 Whether the scribe could, with sufficient effort, have squeezed the name into the little segment available might be open to opinion, but to assume that he could and would have done so, and to base the dating of the map on that assumption, is quite unreasonable. More specifically, the dating of the map to 'circa 1360', partly on the strength of its representation of Queenborough, is particularly ill chosen. Queenborough, as a substantial castle and town, did not exist in 1360. 6 The castle was commenced in 1361 and took shape only in the mid-1360s, probably being essentially complete soon after 1370. The attendant town, which was an important part of Edward III's project, seems to have been started (de novo) only in 1366 and was still far from complete in 1368. The map, however, emphasizes the town's domestic buildings in front of the castle, probably more so than with any other individually drawn castle in England, while correctly showing the town as unwalled. 7 What this means is that the representation of Queenborough was based on sound and particular knowledge that could have become available only after the new name had been adopted, which surely means that, whatever the reason for not writing the name, it was hardly chronological. Another argument that has been offered for dating the map close to 1360 concerns the form of a rather crudely drawn ship placed in the sea northeast of the Orkney Islands (Fig. 2) . Parsons, in his monograph of 1958, claimed that this was 'a fourteenth-century warship similar to those used by Edward III, and shown on the Poole seal of 1325 and on the gold noble struck in 1344', and offered this as grounds for dating the map. 8 The recent
Bodleian publication repeats the observation, saying that 'the ship is of a type built in the early fourteenth century', and that this is 'useful for dating the map'.
9
The ship, however, is of a type that remained in common use in the seas around Britain until well into the fifteenth century. Similar ships are seen in the Admiralty seals of Thomas Beaufort and John Holand datable to 1418-1426 and 1435-1442 respectively. 10 Indeed, the Gough-map ship could be said to show a perfect blend of the distinctive constructional features of the two ships portrayed on those seals.
11
A third argument in favour of a dating close to the middle of the fourteenth century was advanced by the historian Sir Frank Stenton in the 1930s. As rephrased by Parsons, the line of reasoning runs: 'since Hessle, not Hull, is regarded as the northern landingstage of the main ferry across the Humber, it would be unwise to place the date much later than 1350'. 12 The map does not mark the routes of most ferries, and certainly not this one, and what Stenton seems to have been referring to is simply the fact that Hessle is included on the map. It is correctly placed, directly opposite Barton-upon-Humber, the main embarcation point on the south bank of the Humber, and it is hard to see why it should not be marked. The crossing from Barton to Hessle is about one-third of the distance from Barton to the 
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The Date of the Gough Mapmedieval quayside of Hull and, in bad weather or in order to reach villages west of Hull, this route must have continued to be attractive. It certainly remained in use. Despite the steady growth of Hull, the Barton-Hessle ferry was still flourishing in the first half of the nineteenth century. 13 More generally, it is unwise to base any dating or other specific argument about the map on the inclusion or exclusion of any particular settlement. In the same part of the country as Hessle, for example, the unremarkable small towns of Great Langton and Seamer in Yorkshire, and Bitchfield in Lincolnshire, are depicted, while Selby is omitted. A further element of the map that has been thought to suggest a date of compilation close to the middle of the fourteenth century is the name of one of only five towns identified on the vaguely drawn continental coastline shown along the eastern edge of the map. The name Sklus or Sluis has been seen as an allusion to Edward III's famous victory in the sea battle of Sluis in 1340, a relatively fresh memory in about 1360. The argument, however, is fragile. Sluis, as the outport or maritime gateway of Bruges, was one of the most important ports for shipping between England and the continent in the fourteenth and early fifteenth centuries and would have been worth marking for that reason alone.
Moreover, if any map dating from c.1360 really were concerned with celebrating Edward III's continental victories, it is unlikely that only a single engagement of 1340 would have been included. The Gough map can hardly be said to show an interest in English feats of arms when, supposedly in the very period of the battles of Crécy and Poitiers, there is not the slightest recognition of the claims of the King of England to be King of France, and no places recall the English king's triumphs even within a few miles of the coast.
14 At odds with the sustained involvement in France of Edward III and those close to him in the middle years of his reign, the map shows virtually nothing of that country. Despite ample room in the appropriate corner of the parchment, no idea is given of the northern French coastline, which was reasonably well known in England by the fourteenth century, leaving the Channel Islands apparently adrift in a wide ocean.
Interest in France and Flanders on the Gough map is confined to marking five of the best-known points of crossing, the most prominent of which is Calais. The representation of Calais as a handsome fortified town has been considered to help to date the map to soon after its acquisition by the English crown in 1347. The prominence given to the town, however, is no more than would have been justified at any time in the two centuries after that date. As 'a small portion of England overseas', easily accessible and well defended, it was the fulcrum of English commercial, diplomatic and military activity in northern Europe throughout at least the first of those centuries. 15 It could have been expected to have the same recognition on the map as any important English fortified town.
The Palaeographic Evidence
Overall, none of the features on the map, pictorial or toponymic, hitherto suggested gives a convincing indication of even an approximate date for its creation. Good palaeographic evidence for dating, however, does exist. There are, or originally were, some eight hundred and fifty words written on the map, of which about one third are still fully legible in generally available photographic reproductions, and roughly another third can be laboriously made out with the help of Parsons's transcriptions of fifty years ago. 16 On the whole, the words in red ink have best survived the scuffing and fading of the centuries.
(Red ink was used for the names of the small number of districts or counties that are marked; for rivers, forests, mountains and lakes; for one or two notable features such as the Berkshire White Horse; for the few overseas sites; and for the occasional comment added to a particular location.) Unfortunately, these red-ink inscriptions are relatively difficult to date in an easily demonstrable way.
Anglicana Script
The place-names in red ink are written in more or less formal versions of the predominant cursive script used in England in the fourteenth century, known as anglicana. More exactly, they can be described as being in littera cursiva anglicana of the sub-type formata, tending in some cases to the most formal (or closest to non-cursive text hand) known as formata hybrida or 'bastard' anglicana, and even occasionally reaching the squared stiffness and formality of littera fere-textura. 17 Script of these categories, in the hands of most scribes, was liable to show little change in essential letter-forms from well before the mid-fourteenth century to well after the mid-fifteenth. The ductus, or detailed shaping of letters, may give some indication of date, but hardly allows the more confident dating that the use of alternative letter-forms from a different scribal tradition sometimes can.
18
Firmer dating, however, may be possible in the case of the names of individual settlements (towns, villages, castles and monasteries, to which can be added sea islands) that make up most of the script on the map. There are, or were, a little more than six hundred and fifty such names marked within Britain, all (with the exception of London and York) written in ink that was originally black or close to black and that now survives in various shades of grey-brown. More than two hundred and fifty of these names are still fully legible in the published photographic reproductions. About a further two hundred were wholly or mostly legible to Parsons in the 1950s (some under ultraviolet light) but can now be made out only with varying degrees of difficulty and incompleteness. Something approaching two hundred others, some already illegible to Parsons, have now in effect vanished from the most recent reproductions and, presumably, the original. What follows refers solely to the roughly two hundred and fifty names that can be clearly read. Whatever is or was true of the illegible or part-legible remainder could hardly make any difference to the arguments advanced here.
19
The town names, in black ink, are for the most part written in a slightly different form of cursiva anglicana script from that seen in the red ink. They are in a more fluent or truly cursive form, classifiable as littera cursiva anglicana media, sometimes verging on anglicana currens. They also draw to some extent on a different scribal tradition.
Evidence of Secretary Hand Influence
About 1370 a form of cursive script quite distinct from cursiva anglicana-one with several distinctive letter-forms and a novel ductus-was introduced into England; it is generally known as Secretary hand. In the 1370s, Secretary hand seems to have been used solely for documentary and archival purposes. 20 By the mid-1380s it was beginning to be used for literary or other 'book' texts in Latin and French. 21 In these relatively early uses it normally appeared as a consistent, fully formed Secretary hand, written by scribes trained in that hand, and indeed from soon after 1410 we also begin to see a small number of literary texts in English written by scribes with a similar Secretary training.
22
Quite different, and only showing itself gradually over several decades from about 1380 onwards, was the piecemeal borrowing of individual Secretary letter-forms into basically anglicana hands. The inclusion of the new letter-forms seems to have come about only haltingly. In English-language texts it was probably not until the third decade of the fifteenth century that the resultant 'mixed' hands were likely to contain as many Secretary features as anglicana ones. Of course, over the same period, many English scribes continued to write in purely anglicana cursive hands, their letter-forms being as difficult to date as those of the anglicana formata hands already described. However, those scribes whose anglicana did accept the influence of Secretary hand show a gradual or incremental process of adoption of the new hand's forms and features over the last few years of the fourteenth century and the first two or three decades of the fifteenth. This process, although admittedly haphazard, is one of which a great deal of evidence survives, and we have a rough idea of the chronology. It happens that the town names of the Gough map offer clear evidence of this gradual process of adoption.
The earliest Secretary letter-form to be widely adopted in basically anglicana hands-probably occasionally appearing in the 1380s and certainly quite often from c.1390 onwards-was the singlecell minuscule a (Fig. 3 ). This Secretary a is used on the Gough map fairly freely alongside the anglicana two-cell (or one-cell with tight overhead loop) form Fig. 3 . Selected letter-forms typical of English cursive hands c.1400-1425 as found on the Gough map. First two rows, minuscule a and minuscule w. Third row, normal Anglicana final s and the kidney-shaped form occasionally found in any cursive script after c.1380. Bottom row, three forms of minuscule r, each shown following a vowel: 'descending', the primary Anglicana form; 'upright', the primary Secretary form (variants not shown); '2-shaped', a form used selectively in any type of hand.
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The Date of the Gough Mapof a. One can see the difference of form in the neighbouring names of alton and alford (Alresford), basyngstok and bagshot, tame and walynford (all in Fig. 4) , babreham (Babraham) and walden (Saffron Walden) (both in Fig. 5 ) and farne and the accompanying eland (Farne Island(s)), and haly and eland (Holy Island). Other examples of the Secretary form appear in Salesbery and Farnham (in Fig. 4) , waltham (Waltham Abbey), Cantebrege (Cambridge), Croweland, walpole, Ramsey, Northamton (all in Fig. 5) , and Schaftisbry. 23 The scribe (or scribes) could evidently slip from one form to the other without thinking. This certainly suggests a date later than 1380 and most likely no earlier than 1390; anything more specific than that, however, it does not tell us. The same can be said of the scribe's (or scribes') use of the Secretary 'kidney-shaped' or two-compartment final s. Just two examples are seen in the names that remain legible; these are peuins (Pevensey) and Lewes. This form appeared in basically cursiva anglicana script occasionally from c.1390, or perhaps a little earlier, although it was not widespread in such script until after 1400. How normal it would have seemed to the scribe or scribes of the Gough map is impossible to say, since so few legible names end in -s anywhere on the map. We have much firmer and more striking evidence of date in the use of the Secretary form of the letter w, minuscule and possibly also capital. Throughout the fourteenth century the cursiva anglicana letter w had had a recognizable form, with its right-to-left approach sweeps or hooks at the top of its two strong downstrokes (sometimes replaced by an anti-clockwise swirl enveloping almost the whole letter), and its double back-loop against the second downstroke (see Fig. 3 ) The anglicana w occupied more space than any other letter; even when minuscule it could reach as high as the ascenders of other letters. 24 Secretary w, in contrast, has an open, or splayed, down-up-down-up form, with the approach sweep or hairline to its first downstroke coming from the left, and the final up-stroke having a single hook or curl extending towards, but often not quite touching, the second downstroke. Apart from the first downstroke, Secretary w hardly rose above the headline. One can, therefore, easily recognize the Secretary w when it appears, but what is surprising is how late it was in appearing. For obvious reasons the letter w does not occur in texts in Latin (except in proper names), and it is relatively infrequent in Anglo-Norman Fig. 8, below) . Below, note the angularity of script in bedford and tortey (Turvey), and the stretching of minuscule t in the initial letter of tortey and in Northamton. The Secretary letter a is seen in Northamton, babreham (Babraham) and Cantebrege (Cambridge). The last example has exceptional angularity. The three forms of a in walden (Saffron Walden), babreham and Cantebrege respectively happen to illustrate clearly one aspect of the process of change taking place in early fifteenth-century cursive script in England. Yet the town names of the Gough map have several examples of Secretary w. They are outnumbered by examples of the anglicana form of the letter, but, as with minuscule a, this mixing of forms was only to be expected in vernacular manuscripts of the period. What is striking here is that the scribe, evidently without particular forethought, should slip into using Secretary w at all. Clear examples are seen in wynchester, witchirch (Hampshire) (both in Fig. 4) , Lewes, yawhour (Yalding, in Fig. 1) , wynchelsee, wynsour, wycombe, walden (see Fig. 5 ), nywmarkett, walsyngham, wircyster and newport (Gloucestershire) (the last two in Fig. 6 ). The name donemowe (Great Dunmow) has an exaggerated form of Secretary w with an idiosyncratic flourish.
Other letter-forms found in the names of towns on the Gough map may possibly offer further evidence of a post-1400 date. The use of the 2-shaped minuscule r immediately after any letter, rather than only after certain ones, seems not to be found, in basically anglicana hands, until well into the fifteenth century (see Fig. 3 ). Throughout the fourteenth century in England, a 2-shaped r had been used as one of the forms of minuscule r, but, it seems, only when following one of six letters. It was used routinely following o, frequently following b and p, less frequently following d, and occasionally following a or e. Otherwise, regardless of the type of hand, it was not used, or used only rarely indeed. From the late fourteenth century onward, at first only in some examples of Secretary hand, then progressively in both Secretary hand and in anglicana or 'mixed' hands, the 2-shaped r came to be used freely following any letter. In basically anglicana hands this change does not seem to have been at all advanced before the 1420s. It is, however, seen in several town names on the Gough map.
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Likewise the stretching of the stem of minuscule t further above the cross-stroke than it extends below it is a distinctly fifteenth-century mannerism, in fact only well-evidenced from the mid-century onwards.
Until virtually the end of the fourteenth century, in all forms of script in England, the stem of minuscule t extended relatively little above the cross-stroke, and often not at all, while the foot of the stem curved firmly to the right, often as far as the cross-stroke above it. Gradually during the course of the fifteenth century, in cursive hands, minuscule t came to be often written with the cross-stroke relatively low (Reproduced with permission from the Bodleian Library, Oxford.) and the stem above it reaching at least as high as an ascender, sometimes curving to the right, while the foot of the stem was reduced to little more than a twist of the quill. A little evidence of this is seen on the Gough map, most obviously in the name witchirch (in Fig. 4 ) where the upper stem is taller than a regular ascender and curves to the right. 28 It cannot, however, be claimed that the use of these particular forms of either minuscule r or minuscule t is acknowledged as an indicator of date in existing palaeographical writing, and pending fuller discussion of the evidence than is possible here, the significance of these particular letter-forms can only be considered a suggestion.
The Ductus of the Script
Less contentiously, the ductus of the script on the Gough map tends to confirm the evidence of letterforms. This is true of both the red-ink and the blackink script, and of the anglicana letter-forms as well as the relatively few Secretary ones. Partly through the growing influence of Secretary hand, the roundedness of fourteenth-century cursiva anglicana hands tended to give way about the end of the fourteenth century and the beginning of the fifteenth to a greater angularity. The previous relative consistency in the pressure of quill on parchment was being replaced by a greater contrast of thick and thin strokes, which were now sometimes made with a broader tip, and by a clearer up-and-down rhythm. Rounded continuity of line tended to be interrupted: bows often became two or three flat or slightly 'concave' faces meeting at sharp angles, the so-called 'broken strokes', most obviously in the lobes of such letters as minuscule d and b. This, it should be said, had been anticipated to some extent (especially with letter d) in the third quarter of the fourteenth century. However, when the impression of angularity is more general and the use of broken strokes is seen in a variety of letters in a written text, a date no earlier than the end of the century is suggested. The red-ink inscriptions on the map certainly show this angularity, even if inconsistently. Broken-stroke minuscule d, for example, is seen in the neighbouring Stranford, drowdaa, deuelyn and Mare occidentale. 29 The word Stranford is conspicuously angular, its f virtually a straight line with a serif, and its second r (the 2-shaped r following o) a z-shape with top and bottom strokes curving firmly inward. This inward-curving z-like r appears quite often on the map, as in wallia borealis, yorkwold, Orkeney, Norfolk and dorset. The angular and distorted anglicana a of Stranford is seen elsewhere in, for example, Mare occidentale and holand. Initial capitals are in some cases distinctly angulated: the upper lobe of B in Boleyne, for example, is made up of straight lines, and the lower lobe of A in Ageland consists of a straight vertical linked by a hair-line to a notably inward-curving arc. It should be acknowledged, however, that the angularity of some red-ink names is best explained as a partial borrowing of the forms of littera textualis, as in the d of deuonia and dorset, the u of (albus) equus and most obviously the whole word Dacia.
There is no question of coming close to the forms of littera textualis in the more relaxed cursive of the black-ink town names, but they too have some evidence of Secretary-influenced angularity. Broken strokes are seen in the lobes of b and d in, for example, basyngstok (in Fig. 4 ), bedford (in Fig. 5 ), beuerley and dunstaple, and in the single cells of the Secretary a in yawhour, walpole, Cantebrege (in Fig. 5 ) and Schaftisbry, among others, besides various examples of letter o. 30 The sprawling and spikey shaping of capitals in the initial letters of Bristowe (Bristol) (in Fig. 6 ), Reigate, Rumy (Romney) and Brumholm (Broomholm, Norfolk) hardly seems to belong to the fourteenth century, and the same is true of the slanting minims linked base-to-top with straight light strokes in such names as donemowe, tame, Rumy and wycombe. The minuscule h that looks much the same either way up, essentially two looped downstrokes linked by a straight line, as in huntington, hertford, heth (Hythe, Kent), hastynges and hauentre (Havant) would again be unusual before 1400. The evidence derived from the ductus of the script on the Gough map may be limited on its own, but when it is taken together with the use of Secretary letter-forms, the overall assessment of date is not in doubt. In the words of the palaeographer Pamela Robinson, after studying details of the map, 'a dating late fourteenth century or early fifteenth century is more appropriate for the handwriting than [one] before 1366'.
31 If a few particular letter-forms that have been noted here have pointed to a date somewhat later than 1400, this need not be problematic.
The difference would only be a matter of a decade or two, and palaeographic dating often has to accept imprecision of this degree. It is possible in this case that an older scribe had picked up, in the first decades of the fifteenth century, a few of the fashionable letter-forms of the newer hand while still keeping the basic forms of his early training. Other explanations, however, are possible. The dating of the script is best left approximate.
Has the Handwriting Been Tampered with?
Any palaeographical discussion of the Gough map may be complicated, for some readers, by certain offhand comments on the script made by Parsons in 1958. 'Many names', he wrote, 'have been overwritten in a later hand . . . It is almost impossible to say when this overwriting was done, but in view of the skill Thomas Martin had with his pen, there is the possibility that it was his work'. 32 Martin, it should be explained, was the owner of the map, before Gough, in the mid-eighteenth century. Parsons offered no evidence at this point in his text to identify these 'many' overwritten names. In his gazetteer, though, under the relevant counties (Kent, Sussex and Oxfordshire), he said that the names given to Mayfield and Lewes are each written twice with some variation, and that the name cheryng is also written twice. He also claimed that 'the original forms of Heth, Rumy and Appeldre have been overwritten in another hand', that 'Yawhour has been written over Yaldy', and that the more legible parts of the names chedyngfold and tetsworth (the rest being faint) have been 'overwritten' or 'written in a later hand'. That is all he had to say as evidence of over-writing. He neither described the supposed differences between original and 'later' script, nor did he cite any additional names.
We can only guess what else Parsons might have been thinking of. A reasonable inference is that he had noticed that some town names, or parts of them, are clearly written in dark ink while neighbouring names, or the rest of the same word, are paler in varying degrees. Dark, he seems to have been suggesting, indicates re-inking. The obvious objection to such an idea is that the re-inking would be in precisely the area where it was least needed. It is generally agreed that when the map was in use it was scuffed or rubbed chiefly from the bottom or western edge, so that the loss of writing is most serious there, becoming less so as one goes upward and eastward.
33 That, given the map's representation of the shape of the country, has meant that almost all the easily legible names of settlements lie east or southeast of a line from Shaftesbury to Bridlington. The greater fading of the names in the western and northern two-thirds of Britain was presumably already serious by the eighteenth century, but it cannot have reached the point of illegibility, since most were still just about decipherable by Parsons in the 1950s. It is easy to imagine that these hundreds of faded but still legible names in the west and north of the map positively invited re-inking by anyone at that period prepared to do such a thing. Yet not one of these names shows any evidence of having been re-inked. All the darkest words or parts of words are found above the Shaftesbury to Bridlington line (when viewed with east at the top), precisely where probably all the names would have been fully legible in the eighteenth century. Would Martin really have mutilated his map so irrationally? 34 And would anybody have done so in such an unsystematic manner, since even in this part of the map there is great variation of dark and pale (within individual names and from name to name), making them less rather than more comfortable to read? Why, then, is there this variation in the ink? It becomes understandable if we consider the harshness of the map's treatment compared with that of most other examples of medieval writing on parchment. The map was, as far as we know, repeatedly opened or kept open and handled as a working map for perhaps a hundred and fifty years after its creation. In the twentieth century it was again, amazingly, permanently exposed to daylight by the institution responsible for its care. Under such conditions, its ink was tested beyond endurance. It may be assumed that the ink has survived best where it was thickest and that its original thickness would not have been constant. Place-names on such a map are not written in the continuous flow of a normal text; each is written individually and in no predictable order, possibly with pauses for the accompanying sign to be drawn. Moreover, two parts of the same word, as in tetsworth (in Fig. 4) , could have been written with different dips of the pen, just as neighbouring names could have been written with the pen fuller or drier. Centuries of maltreatment and exposure to daylight will have shown up such differences in a way unlikely to happen with a map enclosed within a book or roll.
Ink deterioration in medieval manuscripts that have been exposed to daylight, frequent touching, damp and the smoke of open fires is often curious and unpredictable, as can be seen from two other English maps. Both survive only as fragments; the Duchy of Cornwall mappamundi comes from the late thirteenth century and the Aslake map, also a mappamundi, from the later fourteenth. 35 They both show, the latter to an extreme degree, the arbitrary way in which different patches of originally presumably uniform script have survived. Particular words, or parts of words, have faded to illegibility while neighbouring words, or even isolated letters in the same word, have darkened, giving an illusion of overwriting. 36 The Gough map may not have had the same brutal mishandling as these two fragments, and its contrasts of dark and light are generally less abrupt, but it is not at all surprising that its ink underwent essentially similar changes given its original use and rather careless modern treatment. The strongest argument, however, against Parsons's speculation that some place-names had been over-written can be made only by looking at the Gough map as a whole and seeing the essential consistency of the style and forms of writing wherever it is legible. There is not a word, in red ink or in grey-brown, of which the overall impression and the letter-forms are incompatible with a date close to the beginning of the fifteenth century. Would an eighteenth-century botcher have slipped so perfectly into the ductus as well as the letter-forms of a particular, and quite short, late medieval phase? The same can be said of the few credible examples of overwriting or rewriting that Parsons gives, as already described. They too seem to belong, in their style and letterforms, to the same period as the handwriting of the rest of the map. It is not difficult to imagine how this overwriting and rewriting came about. Eight of the nine names that he cites are found in one small area of the map, between Chichester and Canterbury. An original scribe, or someone close to him, could have opted to change the form of the names that are now Mayfield and Yalding (in each case substituting, as it happens, a more archaic form than that first used) and at the same time decided that five nearby names needed to be written more clearly. Not a single letter in the words involved is incongruous.
Further Palaeographic Considerations
If, then, it can be accepted that the map is not likely to have a stratum of eighteenth-century ink, there remain a few less extravagant possible challenges to a dating of close to 1400. It might, for example, be imagined that the Secretary letter-forms were only found, grouped together, in certain names, and that these could have been added or substituted some decades after wholly anglicana originals, which could accordingly be dated a little earlier. In fact this cannot be the case: the Secretary letter-forms are inextricably mixed with anglicana forms in the same words, and words with or without them are not recognizably different in ductus or aspect.
A final consideration in judging the date of the handwriting involves the identity of the scribe or scribes and his or their attitude to the words being written on the map. It is likely that the map was produced in London and possible that it was intended for the use of some branch of the king's government. Certainly the collaborative effort needed to produce it indicates an institutional rather than a private origin, in which case the writing could have been done by one or more of the clerks in royal service, who were among the earliest to adopt the new Secretary hand for documentary and archival work. In such a case-with a scribe viewing the place-names of the map as a matter of documentary record-the use of Secretary letter-forms, and perhaps other indications of 'lateness' of date, would indeed be compatible with a date earlier than the 1390s.
That line of argument, reasonable as it may seem in theory, is not borne out by the realities of the map. A self-confident scribe trained in Secretary hand would have used it consistently, whereas only about 5 per cent of the letters in the town names, and none of the script in red ink, use the Secretary letter-forms already described. Although the town names conform to that strange convention of late medieval English place-name records, the complete avoidance of the letters thorn or yogh, they do not seem to be executed with documentary discipline. They are written at various angles, sometimes on the curve, sometimes broken by the spire of the adjacent sign, often a little cramped and almost always subservient to the location of place sign, river or coastline.
This irregularity is understandable. If, as is generally assumed, the Gough map's function was primarily utilitarian, dedicated to the herculean task of showing where more than six hundred places are, it is only to be expected that elegance of form was subordinated to the conveyance of information. Similarly, the script, whether we think of it as being written by the compilers of the map themselves or as the work of a rather inartistic scribe, is likely to be the businesslike and unstudied hand of a literate man or men without special calligraphic training, neither ahead of scribal fashion nor behind it. Indications of date in the writing on the Gough map can, it seems, be judged as they would in any unexceptional book hand of the period.
Non-Palaeographic Evidence
The non-palaeographic evidence that suggests a date for the Gough map no earlier than about 1400 is of two types. On the one hand, certain specific details on the map seem unlikely to have been included before that date. On the other, the overall nature of the Gough map, when seen in the context of European map making in the late Middle Ages, gives an indication of how unlikely it is that such a map could have been produced at an earlier period.
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A different name, however, starts to be recorded from September 1402 when, for the first time, the Patent Rolls twice refer to the same settlement as Aberustuyth. A few entries with the older name follow, but in August 1410 we again have Aberustewith. In 1407, a remarkable document quoted in Thomas Walsingham's chronicle (from St Albans) makes clear how Glyndwr's lieutenants made strenuous efforts to give the castle, which they were occupying, and the attached town the name Aberustwith (variously spelled). 40 In fact there had long been a small village of that name on the river Ystwyth, just over a mile south of Llanbadarn Fawr, and it had evidently became a matter of Welsh pride to impose its name on the larger and more important English creation on the Rheidol. In time the new name came to be generally accepted, even by the English, but it is unbelievable that an English cartographer, with or without some association with the English court, would have used any name on a map except Llanbadarn Fawr (or a variant) between the borough's foundation in 1277 and the end of the fourteenth century.
A second indication of date is the marking of the bridge over the Medway between Rochester and Strood, in Kent (see Fig. 1 ). This is almost the only bridge indicated on the map in the whole of the English midlands and south (although many other important bridges existed in the area, notably over the Thames, Severn and Trent), and some reason must have led to the exceptional attention. 41 This is not difficult to find. For most of the fourteenth century the ancient wooden bridge at the Medway crossing had proved unsatisfactory, repeatedly needing urgent repairs. In 1381, it was largely destroyed by ice and flood. After intensive fund raising a fine new stone bridge, pontem sumptuosissimum, was completed provisionally in 1391 and fully about 1398.
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What is remarkable about the rebuilding of the Medway bridge was the scale of public attention it attracted. Different aspects of the destruction and replacement of the bridge are noted in at least four surviving contemporary chronicles, in each case independently of the others. 43 Provision for the new bridge is recorded in the Parliament Rolls for 1391 and 1397, and it is mentioned in the royal Patent Rolls at least twenty-seven times between May 1381 and November 1401. 44 No other English bridge of the period, except perhaps London Bridge, seems to have received more than a fraction of this attention. It seems likely that the newly rebuilt bridge was depicted on the map.
The Precocity of the Gough Map
It is not always appreciated just how strikingly original the Gough map must have been in its day. Those who had the opportunity of seeing a map anywhere in western Europe in the fourteenth century were relatively few and limited mainly to monastic and ecclesiastical circles or to court and government. Sophisticated constructs such as portolan charts would have remained in the hands of navigators and their employers or, if lavishly decorated, of patrons. There was little call, given the political fragmentation of much of continental Europe and the almost total eclipse of Ptolemy's Geography, for the creation of extensive regional maps before the fifteenth century. Only the significance of Palestine for Christians prompted the occasional map of places mentioned in the Bible and the holy sites for which the crusaders were fighting and which pilgrims subsequently sought out. There seems, in short, no geographical map from before the fifteenth century (as opposed to a theologically based mappamundi) that covers, as the Gough map does, so extensive an inland area as that of England and Wales (some 150,000 square kilometres) let alone with a comparable wealth of reliable topographical detail. More astonishingly, when the positioning of the settlements is measured by sophisticated modern cartographic analysis, as in the recent work at Queen's University, Belfast, the map apparently shows a 'high degree of positional accuracy' and 'remarkably "modern" cartographic attributes'. 45 On all counts, the overall finesse of the Gough map's geography reflects a remarkable accomplishment.
A further measure of the precocity of the Gough map is seen in its enduring influence. It, or copies of it, continued to be used as the 46 In fact these late derivatives are notably less detailed and accurately delineated than the Gough map, produced up to a century and a half earlier.
Much of the data incorporated into the Gough map must have been accumulated over a long period. Stenton drew attention to a number of distances between towns on the map that are identical to those already recorded in Robert of Nottingham's account of a journey that he made in 1324-1325, measured in leucae or leagues, evidently the same unit of distance as used by the compilers of the Gough map. 47 According to Stenton, the distances covered by Robert on three different days, and the cumulative distances covered in two or three days in four other cases, match those marked between the same towns on the map. From these Stenton concluded that the figures given on the Gough map are 'genuine estimates of distance, such as were current among contemporary travellers . . . [and that] were tending to become stereotyped already in the fourteenth century'.
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Itineraries (lists of towns with distances between them) remained the standard way-finding aid from Classical to early modern times, some written down and more no doubt unwritten. 49 They were also used in the compilation of maps, as is clearly demonstrated in Matthew Paris's map of the British Isles (1250s), where the vertical list of place-names from London to the River Tyne is particularly striking. 50 It might be expected that, given the ubiquity of this cartographic resource, detailed maps of areas akin to that of the Gough map in western Europe would have been compiled in similar manner in the fourteenth, and at the turn into the fifteenth, century, but so far nothing comparable to the Gough map has come to light for these dates. Even in Italy, particularly advanced in cartographic skills at this period, maps comparable to the Gough map in their coverage and detail seem to have appeared a little later. 51 Whatever use was made of itineraries and other sources of travel information, the making of the Gough map needed something more. A systematic attempt must have been made to gather data through field 'surveys' and observers dispatched to measure distances and directions themselves or to make local enquiries. Attempts to add to the few already known astronomically defined co-ordinates for selected towns may also have been made. 52 To assemble so much information and then to transform it into a single image implies a high degree of administrative organization as well as remarkable cartographic confidence.
Is the Gough Map Original or a Copy?
So far, we have discussed the map as we have it. A different dimension, however, is introduced if the Gough map is considered to be a copy rather than the original. If so, was it a copy or a variant of a map made a few years earlier and now lost? Or was it dependent on a much earlier 'original', again conjectural, dating from the reign of Edward I (1272-1307).
The suggestion that multiple copies of the Gough map could have been made is not a startling one. As Peter Barber has remarked in relation to the Gough map, 'it would have made sense to make several copies of a map which had cost so much in time, money and intellectual vigour to produce'. 53 Nor is it any less credible that, out of several exemplars, only one should have survived. The question is whether the map before us looks like an original or a copy. The fact that it appears unfinished-inasmuch as it fails to mark routes and distances from, for example, London into Sussex, Kent and Essex-hardly tilts the argument either way. It is hard to believe that if these particular lines were present on the original map, a scribe who copied so much detail elsewhere would not have taken the trouble to copy them also. It is even harder to imagine these important routes being omitted from the original compilation. Grounds can be found for regarding the extant map as a copy. For example, a degree of slovenliness in the placing of several towns mars the map's overall accuracy. Given the immense stock of topographical knowledge that the compilers must have acquired, would they really have imagined that Ipswich, a major port, was landlocked half way between two estuaries, that Burton upon Trent lay several miles from that river, that Piercebridge also lay far from its bridge across the river Tees, that Hedon lay north of Hornsea, or that Knowsley was nearer to Clitheroe than to Liverpool? Would they have omitted Eltham, Bath or Kenilworth, all places of prime importance at the time? These seem more like the oversights of an occasionally bored copyist than a compiler's ignorance. The argument, however, is far from conclusive.
In fact the whole idea of a dichotomy between an original and its copies may be misconceived. Instead, it may have been that when the Gough map was produced, there already existed not a finished or authoritative version, but a draft or number of drafts on which the makers of the Gough map proceeded to build. This is indirectly suggested by the survival of a map that is a near contemporary of the Gough map, the so-called Totius Britanniae map of Britain found in the codex British Library MS Harley 1808 ( Fig. 7 and Appendix). 54 The map, which is southorientated, can probably be dated c.1400-1430. It is not only far smaller than the Gough map, but also a different type of map, marking only about one-sixth as many places as are found on the Gough map. It is for the most part geographically inaccurate. 55 In fact, Totius Britanniae is better thought of as a pleasing illustration of part of the codex in which it is found rather than as a practical or informed map. Totius Britanniae does, however, contain a number of distinctive features that give the impression that it could have been derived from the Gough map. Most notable of these are the marking of Plynlimon as a lake instead of a mountain, the circling of both the Isle of Ely and the Isle of Axholme with clearly defined but imaginary rivers, and the exaggeratedly prominent meanders of the Wear near Durham, all of which appear on the Gough Map. But this can hardly be a case of direct borrowing. Certain details on Totius Britanniae contradict the Gough map: instead of the Gough map's form of the name Aberystwyth the 'older' name lampader vawe is used, Baath is included, and the Latin form of Christchurch is given. A map produced as casually and sketchily as Totius Britanniae was hardly likely to have emended a more detailed and authoritative model in such ways. More significantly, the shared features listed above are among the Gough map's more obvious inaccuracies (Fig. 8) . 56 It is improbable that a borrower who took so little of the map's reliable information should have picked out several of its errors. It is much more likely that both maps were, in these particulars, indebted to some earlier map. Indeed, it is easy to believe that a number of maps of Britain were being produced, perhaps by persons close to the royal household, about the beginning of the fifteenth century. 57 Whether a final authoritative 'master map' derived from one or some of these maps ever existed is impossible to say. Certainly it is hard to see the Gough map itself as such a definitive version, or to know where to place it in this hypothetical group of related maps. Abundantly rich in reliable information but with some surprising inaccuracies, agreeably decorated (even with touches of gold) but by no means a de luxe production, evidently fit to be put on display but still unfinished, the Gough map's contradictions can be explained only by evidence now lost. Like many surviving written texts of the period, its affiliations can probably never be satisfactorily known.
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A Supposed Original Promoting Edward I
There remains the question of the claimed descent of the Gough map from a much earlier map, one 'conceived' or 'drawn up' as early as 1280. 59 The chief grounds for this suggestion are said to be 'some strange emphases' in its content that associate it closely with Edward I's campaigns in Wales (chiefly in the years 1276-1277, 1282-1284 and 1294-1295), together with some supposed reflection of his engagement with Scotland (chiefly from 1291 to his death in 1307). 60 In addition, what is said to be an emphasis on Arthurian myth has been taken as evidence of a wish to glorify Edward and promote his claim to rule the whole of Britain. 61 It is hard, however, to recognize these three 'emphases' and their claimed implications.
Edward I, Wales and the Map
In the thirty years following King Edward's first military successes in Wales in 1277 one of the principal means that he chose to enforce his control or 'settlement' of the principality was the building of a series of remarkable castles, probably the most impressive programme of military architecture seen in Europe in the Middle Ages. One of the characteristics of the Gough map as a whole is its hierarchy of castles and fortified towns. Individual castle signs range from the largest and most elaborate (as at Windsor), through the merely large and quite elaborate (such as those for Peel, Jedburgh and Painscastle), to the medium-sized (as at Peak Castle, Somerton (near Lincoln) and Wark), and down to the small but still clearly individualized (as at Hadleigh, in Essex, and Arundel), and the smallest, marked schematically (as at Tutbury and Clun Following the campaign of 1276-1277, Edward built or rebuilt four principal castles, Flint, Rhuddlan, Llanbadarn Fawr and Builth. None of these, with the possible exception of Builth, is portrayed on the map as having a castle, or even as a walled town, although each castle had a carefully planned fortified borough joined to it (Fig. 9) . The building of defensible towns or 'plantation boroughs' stocked with English burgesses was a vital The four castles just named were not only strongholds but also key locations in Edward's continuing Welsh campaigns. Flint was on occasion his base and mustering point, notably in 1277. Rhuddlan was his most important base in Wales in the early campaigns, especially in 1282-1283 when he spent many weeks continuously in residence. There, on different occasions, he collected armies, received embassies, took the oath of allegiance of the rebel leader Llewelyn, and in 1284 issued his defining Statute of Rhuddlan for the government of Wales. Yet castle and borough, in both these places, are simply marked on the Gough map as the lowest category of ordinary non-military town or village.
Llanbadarn Castle, augmented with one of the first and most successful of Edward's walled boroughs, was also notable for the events that followed its construction. Seized by rebels in 1282, regained, then besieged and relieved in 1294-1295, it was particularly associated with Edward's brother Edmund and became the centre of control for northern Ceredigion. 62 But Llanbadarn, like Flint and Rhuddlan, is marked as the lowest category of unfortified settlement. Builth was of exceptional importance to Edward I. Not only was it a particularly massive castle with attached borough, but it also controlled a 'land', or miniature county, described by F. M. Powicke as 'a royal march in front of marchlands, of peculiar importance'. 63 Repeatedly attacked or used as a rallying point, Builth was the approximate site of Llewelyn's final defeat and death in 1282. Yet, according to Parsons and those following him, it does not appear on the Gough map at all. This may not be quite true, for this part of the map (Radnorshire and the adjacent counties) is inaccurate and probably has some mislabelling. The place sign just south of the river Wye, its name legible to Parsons as 'Radnor', could have been intended for Builth. 64 If so, it is being shown as the lowest level of town with castle, with only a partial wall. After Edward's second campaign, in 1282-1283, he began another castle-building phase, notably at Conwy, Harlech and Caernarfon. Not only are these castles among the most impressive in Christendom, but all were associated with significant events in the years immediately following their construction. Little hint of their importance is given on the Gough map, however. Conwy is depicted as a walled town with a castle, but only of the smallest category; Harlech is given no castle at all, but is identified as an unfortified small settlement like any other, as is Criccieth, where the castle was much strengthened after its capture from the Welsh. Caernarfon is shown as a town with a castle, but only of the smallest size and without a town wall.
A little more recognition was accorded to Beaumaris, the last and most elaborate of Edward's major castles, built after the campaign of 1294-1295 on the southeastern corner of Anglesey, strategically sited to look south over the Menai Straits to the mainland. On the Gough map, though, although marked as a castle, the small-to-medium sized sign bears no relation to the size or contemporary significance of Beaumaris. Moreover, it is incorrectly positioned on the northern shore of the island, facing the Isle of Man.
Some castles of politico-military importance in Edward's Welsh campaigns, such as Montgomery, Chirk and Bere, are not included on the Gough map. In contrast, other castles that had been important only in an earlier period are portrayed with strangely inflated pre-eminence. Painscastle (near Hay-on-Wye) is shown as far grander than any castle in north Wales, as is the castle that could be either Radnor or Presteigne. At the same time lanmihangel, evidently what remained of a small twelfth-century castle at Llanfihangel-y-Creuddyn, a few miles inland from Llanbadarn, is shown as if at least equal to Beaumaris. 65 Particularly puzzling is the castle, identified by Parsons as Gwytherin, with a sign just like that of Beaumaris. If a castle ever existed in the village of that name, it played no known part in any of Edward I's campaigns. 66 Another unidentifiable castle was noted by Parsons in the south of Denbighshire. This seems to be labelled engan, but, again, whatever may have been intended, such a place has no known connection with Edward I's campaigns. It should be noted that the relative positions of Rhuddlan, Ruthin, Denbigh and St Asaph (easy to picture) are grossly inaccurate, and that the castle misread by Parsons as hawarden seems to have been wrongly labelled on the map in the first place. 67 Altogether, in their treatment of much of north and central Wales, the Gough map's compilers seem to have been floundering to a degree not seen in almost any part of England. We are led to the conclusion that, wherever their information for this area came from, it could not have been from consistently reliable observation on the ground or from any recognizable recollection of what had mattered to Edward I.
The Routes in Wales
Proponents of the idea of an early 'prototype' for the Gough map have made much of the fact that the map marks out a route, with the usual red lines, along the north coast and down much of the west coast of Wales, as if this reflected particular knowledge of Edward I's campaigns. In fact this was, as it still is, one of the two or three most important routes from England into and through Wales. It followed the coast because that is where, for centuries prior to Edward's campaigns and after them, the majority of substantial settlements of north and west-central Wales have been found. It represents, roughly speaking, the road taken by Gerald of Wales (Giraldus Cambrensis) in 1188 when he travelled from Llanbadarn to Chester at surprising speed.
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Edward I's settlement of Wales improved the condition and increased the traffic along the pre-existing track, and, having been improved, it proceeded to serve the various needs of a coastal strip that, at least eastwards from Anglesey, soon became closely linked with Chester. 69 As it happens, the military and political importance of the route did not end with Edward I. In October 1400 Henry IV took a small army along it from Chester to Caernarfon and back, while in the previous year Richard II had made his last journey before his captivity along most of the coastal route marked on the map, from south of Llanbadarn, through Harlech and probably Caernarfon, to Conwy, from where he was taken along the coast to Chester. Altogether, this route was well known and well used. Flint, Rhuddlan and Harlech are shown on it because they were inevitable staging posts for travellers. The Gough map marks only one other route within Wales with a red line. This too represents an ancient line of movement between Hereford, on the Wye, a tributary of the Severn and gateway to the Severn valley, and the southwestern extremity of Wales by way of Brecon and Carmarthen. Apart from the alternative approach to Brecon (up the Usk from the south coast), the Hereford route offered the easiest east-west passage across central Wales. It was used by invading English rulers at various times. Henry IV took this route in September 1403, when he travelled, with a small army as well as his usual baggage train, to Carmarthen in just five days and back in four. 70 More than a century earlier, in June and July 1287, Edward I's lieutenants had executed a number of marches and counter-marches with small armies in the general area of Hereford, Brecon, Llywel and the upper Tywi. 71 But it would be wrong to associate the route primarily with military use. Southwestern Wales, with the important cathedral town of St David's, was one of the most Anglicized parts of the principality. The Hereford-Brecon-Carmarthen route from the western English midlands afforded a manageable approach to it for travellers of all sorts.
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It has been claimed that Edward I used the Hereford-Carmarthen route in 1295, but that is not the case. 73 He did travel, in June of that year, from Whitechurch, south of Cardigan, with two unidentified stopping places, to the villages of Llywel and Llangadog, where he spent four days in local movements, before going south to Ystradgynlais and Merthyr, and then north, through Brecon, Builth and Radnor, to Welshpool. 74 The villages of Llywel and Llangadog do happen to be on the HerefordCarmarthen route and are marked on the Gough map, but the relationship between Edward's movements and the Hereford-Carmarthen route is obviously limited.
Edward I, Scotland and the Map
There is no need to attach any political or propagandist significance in the fact that Scotland is included on the Gough map. It would have come as naturally to the map's makers to represent the whole island of Britain as it did to Matthew Paris in the 1250s and to early sixteenth-century English mapmakers. Nor is it surprising that a border was not marked. Even where local opinion was agreed on where the dividing line lay on the ground, a boundary on the map would have offended English sensitivities. Both Edward I and his son Edward II (r. 1307-1327) had claimed and fought for sovereignty over Scotland, and although by the end of 1314 they had lost what they had gained, English kings continued to believe firmly in their right to some sort of overlordship. Indeed Henry IV attempted to enforce this militarily as late as 1400. Despite this ending in inglorious retreat from Edinburgh, for the rest of his reign his tortured relations with Scotland and its regents were based on the assumption that he had a right to influence and interfere in the affairs of the Scots.
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On the Gough map the most reliably located Scottish towns are confined for the most part to English-speaking areas, particularly along the east coast as far north as Montrose, and to some of the Gaelic-speaking western Lowlands. The scene of Edward I's most important victory in Scotland, Falkirk, is not indicated. Some of the towns that are marked represented high points in Edward I's more successful campaigns, but these are not differentiated from towns lacking such associations. Given the freedom with which nontopographical inscriptions are scattered over various parts of Scotland, it would have been easy to point out where Edward's ambitions had seemed to be fulfilled, but no such information is given. For example, an inscription tells us that the abbey church of Arbroath was founded in honour of St Thomas Becket; nothing, though, reminds us of the formal abdication of the Scottish king John Balliol (1296), which took place in nearby Brechin and Montrose.
Twelve comitatus or earldoms are marked in Scotland, eight in the Highlands. The claim that the omission of the earldom of Douglas (to which could be added those of the Scottish March and of Angus), and the inclusion of the earldom of Buchan have significance for the dating of the map is unconvincing. 77 The earldoms were clearly not plotted on the basis of freshly gathered topographical information. Even making allowance for the inaccurate representation of the Highlands, the positions of several of the seats of the earldoms cannot have been much more than guesswork, while all twelve titles could have been taken from a secondary source, not necessarily up to date. It is easy to think of reasons why the earldoms of Douglas and March might have been deliberately omitted at certain points in the period when the Gough map was apparently being produced. 78 The inclusion of the earldom of Buchan has no bearing on the date of the map. For a fourteenth-or early fifteenth-century mapmaker the temptation to mark the many places associated with Arthur on a map of Britain must have been great. We might have expected to find something Arthurian displayed at Winchester, Carlisle or Bath-an allusion to the Round Table, perhaps-but nothing of the sort is found at these places on the map, and Bath is not even marked. There could have been a reflection of the shameless exploitation of supposed Arthurian connections by the monks of Glastonbury; instead the map simply marks Glastonbury as a town with a fairly large church, like so many other places. The makers of the map could have suggested a site for the Last Battle in, or near, Cornwall or indicated one of the notable sites of Arthur's activities on the continent, such as Mont Saint Michel; again there is nothing of the sort. Above all, they could have singled out Caerleon, the chief location of Arthur's court and a town associated more than any other with his pomp and pageantry. On the Gough map, however, Caerleon is shown as an insignificant place, a settlement of the lowest level in the map's hierarchy, lacking even the customary dab of red ink. In short, every easy opportunity to remind the Gough map's readers of familiar Arthurian landmarks has been missed.
A few items on the map have nevertheless been claimed to show Arthurian preoccupations, three of them near or fairly near Carlisle. The area around Carlisle is one of those parts of the Gough map that have been convincingly claimed to have a greater concentration of information than would have been expected, and this, surely, has to be remembered when considering why three secluded places, namely Inglewood Forest, the Tarn Wathelan and Pendragon Castle, have been marked. The first two have a small place in late medieval English literature; the last has none. Nor do the three have a significant place in the actual story of Arthur. The three surviving romances (together with a ballad) that refer to Inglewood Forest are only superficially Arthurian, telling self-contained stories that could be given almost any romantic setting. 81 Pendragon
Castle is a tiny fortress between Kirkby Steven and Hawes, of no known Arthurian associations beyond its borrowing of the surname of Arthur's father. Why it should be marked on the map is probably a matter of local knowledge now lost. Tintagel, which is shown on the map, certainly did have an important role in the story of Arthur as well as being a prominent settlement in late medieval Cornwall. It can be conceded that its inclusion may owe something to the appeal of the romances in which it appears. 82 But to see that inclusion as having an ideological or political message is straining the evidence. Likewise to see the small note near Dartmouth, Devon, stating that 'Brutus and the Trojans landed here', as an endorsement of the political ambitions of Edward I is to veer towards modern fantasy. It would have seemed a reasonable embellishment for makers or users of the map steeped in the History of the Kings of Britain. Like many early maps in which empty spaces seemed to ask to be filled with mythological figures or exotic creatures, the Gough map has its notices that Welsh soothsayers were to be found on Bardsey and wolves abounded in a particular part of Scotland. And even if the allusion to Brutus had been intended to convey a hint that Britain, the island of Brutus, was a single unit under the rule of the English king, such a note would not have been specific to any one king. 83 Much more likely it was simply a reassuring reminder that the community using the map had an illustrious heritage from the ancients. This consideration of the claims of an early 'prototype' for the Gough map can be summarized simply. Rather than showing an informed and admiring interest in Edward I's activities and pretensions, the map's makers were surprisingly ignorant about his campaigns in Wales, showed little interest in his successes in Scotland, and, for Englishmen of their day, seem to have been distinctly uninterested in Arthurian myth.
A New Date for the Gough Map
This article does not suggest that we can give a precise or narrow date to the Gough map. The palaeographic evidence, which of course relates only to the document as we have it, gives us no more than an approximate date, probably a decade or two after 1400 rather than any time before it. It is common when dating late medieval manuscripts by the characteristics of the script to do so in terms of quarter centuries, and the script of the Gough map can reasonably, in the absence of further information, be put in the first quarter of the fifteenth century.
The date suggested by the content of the map has to be equally approximate. The matter is complicated by the fact that the map as we have it could be either a copy of a lost original or just one, and not necessarily the earliest, of a family of related maps, the rest of which are lost. Even so, such a family, assuming its members shared essentially the same content as the Gough map, is unlikely to have been produced before the beginning of the fifteenth century. It could be conceded that the use of the name Aberystwyth and the marking of the bridge over the Medway, both indicating a date close to or after 1400, were changes effected in the process of copying or re-working. Nevertheless, the overall maturity of the Gough map and the confidence and efficiency with which it (or its exemplar) was produced, cannot easily be ascribed to any time much before the turn of the century. No attempt is made here to attribute the creation of the Gough map to any particular event or activity in the government of England in the early fifteenth century, but it would be no surprise were further research to place the content of the map more firmly in, or close to, the reign of Henry IV (1399-1413). 
APPENDIX. A Note on Totius Britanniae
The map of Britain in British Library MS Harley 1808, at folio 9v, was given the name Totius Britanniae Tabula Chorographica by the cataloguers of the Harley collection. The map measures approximately 23 by 15 centimetres and occupies a full page. It is preceded and followed by two incomplete chronicles of England, each seemingly unique. The one before the map, Anni a Natiuitate Christi, finishes at 1122, and the one that follows it, Cronica facta sub compendio, continues to roughly 1413. Both of these are in hands that seem to be datable c.1410-1430. 84 The map on folio 9v is not, however, recognizably linked with either of these items. It was drawn on the last of three pages that were apparently originally unused, probably at the end of a gathering. 85 There is, moreover, no reason to associate the map with the third item in the codex, beginning with an illuminated page at folio 30v, which rehearses a little of the Brutus myth or legendary history of Britain.
If the map has any connection with anything else in the codex, it would be with the full page illustration on folio 45v and a written text on the following thirteen leaves (folios 46r-58v). The illumination is a bird's-eye view of a circular walled city, thought to be York, enclosing a scatter of buildings and vignettes assumed to have been associated with events in the cathedral's history. 86 The text contains an account of the history and privileges of the archbishopric of York. The script could be considered an anglicana hand with strong Secretary influence or, probably more convincingly, a 'mixed' hand that is rather more Secretary than anglicana. It is unlikely to have been written before the 1420s.
This script is unlike that of the inscriptions on the map of Britain on folio 9v, which rules out any simple and obvious link between them. However, the map and the city view could have been drawn by the same person. The distinctive dark green of the sea on the map is also found in some parts of the background of the city view, and the pink touching on most of the towns on the map is like that on the towers of the city's walls.
More significantly, the content of the map shows a preoccupation with York. Its sign for the city is far more elaborate than that for any other place, even London, and one of the map's few moderately competent representations of topography is the sequence of towns from Huntingdon to York by way of Wansford, Stamford, Grantham and Doncaster, a frequently used route to the city. The inclusion of Burton upon Stather, Lincolnshire, while omitting half the major towns of England, may seem surprising until it is realized that Burton upon Stather was a point of embarcation for travel by river to York. 87 A related point of disembarcation en route to York was Howden, which is also on the map. 88 The marking of eight towns close to the Humber (Grimsby, Barton-upon-Humber, Brigg, (formerly Glanfordbrigg), Beverley, Hull and Hornsea, as well as Burton upon Stather and Howden), a far greater concentration of towns than in any other equivalent area covered by the map, could reflect the strong ties of Beverley with York. 89 If it were the case that the map was drawn on a previously blank page in association with the York text, then it could well be of the same date as the hand of that text, which seems to be no earlier than c.1420. The script on the map itself neither confirms nor precludes such a dating. Of necessity, the writing is much smaller than elsewhere in the codex. It is generally tight and upright, a constriction that could mean that the scribe was not writing fluently in his normal hand, as for continuous text, and in writing more carefully he might have been less likely to allow himself innovations of style. The hand is essentially anglicana but with a scattering of examples of Secretary a (as in Eboracus [sic], Barton, dauentre), but this alone points to no more precise a date than some time in, roughly, the half-century after 1380. However, the distinctive form of capital B seen in Beaulieu, Bristow, Baath, Brendwod, Barton, Beuerlay and elsewhere-in which the upright is preceded by a 2-shaped flourish-is characteristic of the years after 1400 rather than before. The script of Totius Britanniae thus confirms that the familiar dating of the map as 'c.1400' is not unreasonable, provided it is not taken too strictly, so that the suggested alignment of date with the apparently later folios 46r-58v is by no means impossible.
It was suggested above not that Totius Britanniae was derived directly from the extant Gough map, but that both maps must have been indebted in one way or another to a common source (see Fig. 8 ). Totius Britanniae was unlikely to have been copied directly from the Gough map since it contains features absent from the latter, as already noted (such as the use of the name Lampader vawe and the inclusion of Bath, neither particularly remarkable). More significant is the presence of the name mons Ellenyth, with appropriate sign, to the southeast of the Plynlimon 'lake', which does not seem to be marked on the Gough map. 90 And then there is a small town, apparently named Gosford or Gofford (?Copford) where one would expect Ipswich or Colchester.
Most curiously, in labelling Carmarthen as kermerðin the Totius Britanniae map seems to be using the archaic English letter eth. The letter eth went out of use early in the fourteenth century, and one can only guess that the map's author was relying on some map or document relating to Wales from a much earlier period. Nevertheless, he evidently had no great knowledge of Wales, for which he marked no more than fifteen places, with St David's and Haverfordwest both placed, remarkably, on the north coast. 11. On the seals one ship is a 'hulk' and the other a 'hulk hybrid'. In a hulk the strakes (side planking) curve up to the sheerline before reaching the stem and stern posts; in a cog, they cluster at each end post. In a hybrid the clustering occurs at just one end. The ship on the Gough map is essentially a hulk, but with partial clustering of the strakes at the prow. This does not prove that it was drawn as late as the dates of the two seals, but it does suggest that it might have been drawn only a little earlier. As far as we know, during the later fourteenth century and in the early fifteenth hulks became more common and cogs less the norm in English waters.
12. Parsons, Map of Great Britain (see note 2), 2. 18. The term 'ductus' is not easily defined and is not used consistently by all palaeographers. In this article it describes a scribe's particular shaping of letters, personal or following changing fashion, which is only incidental to the essential structure of a letter-form. Whereas different letter-forms are usually easily recognized and described, variations of ductus are more subtle and tend to be described impressionistically. The ductus of a hand is usually understood to be something shared by a succession of words, and not just characteristic of a single word; when shared widely enough, and assessed in sufficiently general terms, it merges into the 'aspect' or 'style' of the hand.
19. The signs used to mark the towns and other settlements have survived far better than the names, not only in their dabs of red ink but also in their black ink outlines. Even where the name has mostly or wholly disappeared the sign is often still clear. This raises questions that can hardly be answered here. Parsons in 1958 claimed that the signs of certain towns had been re-inked, but even with the towns that he named in this respect there seems little if any evidence of this. The darkest-inked sign on the map seems to be that of St Helier on Jersey, but even that shows no duplication of lines such as would surely have occurred at some point if a botcher chose to re-ink it. 24. A rather different form of w is found in many textualis rotunda or fere-textura manuscript texts in England over the same period. This does not have the anti-clockwise sweeps of the cursive letter, but a slight and stiff approach stroke from the left on the first down-stroke. It cannot, however, be mistaken for the Secretary w, being an essentially noncursive form and having the double back-loop against the second down-stroke characteristic of textualis as well as anglicana cursiva hands. 27. For example, the 2-shaped r is used after i in wircyster (Worcester, in Fig. 6 ) and witchirch (Whitchurch, Hampshire, in Fig. 4) , after t and u in petreburgh (Peterborough) after g in grenested (East Grinstead), after a in ware and after e in bery (Bury St Edmunds), berkwey (Barkway), hertford, Tilberi (Tilbury), cheryng (Charing), derbi (Derby) and elsewhere. It is particularly striking that it is used as an initial in redyng (Reading, in Fig. 4 ).
28. See also tetford and, as less extreme examples, abyngton (Abingdon) (in Fig. 4) , caxton, Northamton, tortey (Turvey) (in Fig. 5 ), and brydlyngton (Bridlington).
29. Other examples are seen in Arderne (Arden), lyndese (Lindsey), yorkwold (Yorkshire Wolds) and kendale.
30. The sharp angles or 'points of breaking', where the strokes that make up these lobes and cells meet, are only rarely drawn out into the 'horns' that are a feature of some Secretary-influenced cursive hands from the second decade of the 15th century onwards. The clearest example of this is seen in the a of Cantebrege (in Fig. 5) .
31. I am most grateful to Pamela Robinson of the University of London for permission to quote from private correspondence. Her assessment was made after consultation with other expert palaeographers who saw sample facsimiles.
32. Parsons, Map of Great Britain (see note 2), 3. 33. Ibid., 3: 'Users leaning over the map would rub this part with their sleeves'. This assumption is corroborated by recent publication of 15th-century evidence from an Oxford college of the fixing of a map to a mensa (normally a 'table'), which implies a fairly horizontal structure that one could lean over: Rodney Thomson, 'Medieval maps at Merton College, Oxford', Imago Mundi 61:1 (2009): 84-90, at 88, no. 7, s.a. 1461: 'pro mensa deseruiente mappam . . . ad disponendam mensam pro mappa . . . ad figendam pellem ad mensam . . .' The nail-holes around the edge of the Gough map show that it was at some time fixed to a frame. The pallor of the western and northern parts of the map could also be ascribed to uneven exposure to light over a long period.
34. There seems to be no reason in any case to suspect Thomas Martin, a fairly scholarly antiquarian, of wanting to practise his scribal skills on an ancient document that he obviously valued. There is even less reason to suspect the presumed previous owner, Peter le Neve, or the known following owner, Richard Gough, of doing the same thing. 
